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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 8/16/2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive regarding the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. On page 5 of the Response, Applicant 
asserts that "[claim 29] recites an exemplary configuration where signaling information is 
transmitted as data in a data packet with signaling information of the packet-switching 
communication network?' (emphasis added). However, claim 29 recites: "the second signaling 
information is transmitted as part of signaling packets that do not contain any first signaling 
information" (emphasis added). Thus, while Applicant asserts that the second signaling 
information is transmitted along with the first signaling information, claim 29 requires the exact 
opposite, namely that the second signaling information be transmitted with no first signaling 
information. Therefore, the portions of the Specification that Applicant cites to support 
Applicant's assertions have no bearing on the rejection since these passages directly contradict 
what is taught in claim 29. Examiner notes that claim 29 appears to be directed to Specification, 
p. 7, lines 24-30, rather than Specification, p. 7, lines 6-13, as asserted by Applicant. 

2. As outlined in the previous Office Action, as well as below, claim 29 is vague and 
indefinite because it requires the second signaling information to be carried as part of "signaling 
packets," whereas, claim 28, which claim 29 depends upon, requires the second signaling 
information to be carried as part of "data packets." Simply, claim 29, when read in conjunction 
with claim 28, requires the second signaling information to be carried by packets that are "data 
packets" and "signaling packets" simultaneously. While Applicant seems to assert that "data 
packets" and "signaling packets" are equivalent, i.e. "signaling information also can be 
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transmitted using data packets for signaling control in the packet-switching network" (Response: 
p. 5), such a requirement is not clear from the claims. Rather, by distinguishing between "data 
packets" and "signaling packets" in the claims, Applicant implies that a "data packet" is different 
than a "signaling packet." As such, Applicant is required to either amend the claims in a manner 
that requires the second signaling information to be carried by "data packets" or eliminate the 
distinction between "data packets" and "signaling packets" in the claims. 

3. Applicant's arguments with respect to the prior art rejections of claims 28-37 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

5. Claim 29 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. Claim 29 discloses that the second signaling information is transmitted as part of 
signaling packets that do not contain any first signaling information. Claim 28, which claim 29 
depends upon, discloses that the second signaling information is transmitted as data packets. 
While claim 29 limits the type of signaling packets that can be used to transport the second 
signaling information, claim 28 discloses that the second signaling information is transmitted in 
data packets rather than signaling packets. Since Examiner is unsure of the intended scope of 
claim 29, Examiner will not examine claim 29 regarding the status of the prior art. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 28 and 30-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz et al. (USPN 5,742,596), of record. 

8. Regarding claims 28 and 37, Applicant discloses as prior art a terminal device (p. 2, lines 
25-28) coupled to a packet-switched communication network (p. 2, lines 25-28) comprising: a 
data processing device having a first program module (p. 2, lines 7-17, where the first program 
module transmits signaling according to the H.225 signaling protocol), wherein said processing 
device configures first signaling information according to a first standard signaling protocol for 
packet-switched telecommunications (p. 2, lines 7-17, where the processing device configures 
first signaling information according to H.225, which is a standard signaling protocol for packet- 
switched telecommunications), an interface unit for operatively coupling the terminal device to 
the packet-switched communication network (p. 2, lines 26-28, where the terminal device is 
connected to the packet-switched communication network, such that it is implicit that this 
connection is done by an interface unit) wherein the first signaling information is transmitted 
through the interface with the assistance of signaling packets of the packet-switched 
communication network (p. 2, lines 15-17). 

Applicant does not admit as prior art that the processing device also configures second 
signaling information according to a standard signaling protocol for circuit-switched 
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telecommunications or that the second signaling information is transmitted through the interface 
with the assistance of data packets of the packet-switched communication network. However, 
Applicant does admit as prior art that there are certain services in the circuit-switched network 
that cannot be supported by H.225 signaling (p. 4, lines 7-9). Baratz teaches, in a system for 
integrating voice and data traffic over a single network infrastructure (col. 1, lines 65-67), having 
a processing device configure second signaling information (PBX control information) according 
to a standard signaling protocol for circuit-switched telecommunications (col. 5, lines 38-40, 
where the traditional telephone control information, which is configured according to a standard 
signaling protocol for circuit-switched telecommunications since it is PBX control information, 
is transmitted as LAN packets) and transmitting the second signaling information through an 
interface with the assistance of data packets of the packet-switched communication network (col. 

5, lines 38-40, where the traditional telephone control information is transmitted as LAN 
packets). Baratz does this in order to u provid[e] telephony clients traditional PBX features" (col. 

6, lines 39-47). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to have the processing device of Applicant's admitted prior art configure 
second signaling information according to a standard signaling protocol for circuit-switched 
telecommunications and to transmit the second signaling information through the interface with 
the assistance of data packets of the packet-switched communication network in order to provide 
telephony clients with traditional PBX features that would not otherwise be available through 
H.225 signaling. 
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9. Regarding claim 30, Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz discloses that 
signaling information for at least one service and/or performance feature is transmitted as second 
signaling information (Baratz: col. 6, lines 58-63). 

10. Regarding claim 31, Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz discloses that the 
service feature and/or performance feature includes at least one of call pick up, three way 
conferencing, large scale conferencing, holding, displaying of toll information, a closed user 
group, call number identification, automatic call back when busy, automatic call back when no 
response, call barring, call waiting indication and call transfer (Baratz: col. 6, lines 58-63). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 32, Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz discloses that the 
second signaling information, with the assistance of the packet-switched communication 
network, is transmitted from the terminal device (Baratz: ref. 41: telephony client, see Fig. 1) to a 
second interface unit (Baratz: ref. 44: telephony server, see Fig. 1) between the packet-switched 
communication network and the circuit-switched communication network (Baratz: col. 6, lines 
7-15, where the telephony server module interfaces the network with the PSTN). 

12. Regarding claim 33, Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz discloses that the 
data processing system further comprises a second program module that converts the transmitted 
first and second signaling information into image information to be displayed on a display unit 
(Baratz: Fig. 6) and processes information which is input using an input unit, using data 
exchanged between the first program module and the second program module (Baratz: col. 10, 
lines 35-46, where the host computer has a device driver which permits a client to interact with 
applications on the host computer). 
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13. Regarding claim 34, Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz does not expressly 
disclose that the second program module provides a graphical interface; however, Applicant's 
admitted prior art in view of Baratz does disclose that the host computer has software which 
permits a client to interact with applications (Baratz: Fig. 6 and col. 10, lines 35-46). Examiner 
takes official notice that GUIs are well known in the art as a means for permitting a user to 
interact with software on a computer. As such, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to have the second program module provide a 
graphical interface in order to permit a client to interact with software on the host computer in a 
well-known manner. 

14. Regarding claim 35, Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz does not expressly 
disclose that a number of possible graphical interfaces are stored in the data processing device, 
and the user interfaces are optionally switched over by the second program module; however, 
Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz does disclose that there are multiple applications 
on the host computer (Baratz: col. 10, lines 35-46, e.g. phone book and dialer). Examiner takes 
official notice that it is well known in the art to have each application use a different graphical 
interface which is customized for the particular application. As such, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have a number of possible 
graphical interfaces stored in the data processing device and to have the user interfaces optically 
switched over by the second program module in order to permit a user to interact with a 
particular application using a graphical interface customized for that application. 
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15. Regarding claim 36, Applicant's admitted prior art in view of Baratz discloses that the 
terminal device is configured as a computer system with software and hardware (Baratz: col. 4, 
lines 35-43). 

Conclusion 

16. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel J. Ryman whose telephone number is (571)272-3152. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon.-Fri. 8:00am-4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Huy Vu can be reached on (571)272-3155. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Daniel J Ryman 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2616 



£rrz 




HUYD.VU 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 2600 



